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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to the communication filed on 01/07/2008. 

2. Claims 9-16 and 20-28 have been presented for examination. 

3. Claims 9-16 and 20-28 are rejected. 

Response to Amendments 

4. The applicant's amendments to claims filed on 01/07/2008 are entered, however, raise new 
issues for 35 USC 101 and 35 USC 1 12 type rejections presented in this office action. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments regarding the previous 35 USC 1 12, first paragraph rejections of 
claims 1 1-12 are fiiUy considered, however, amendments made to the claims 1 1-12 to overcome the 
previous 35 USC 1 12 first paragraph type rejections raise new grounds of 35 USC 1 12 first 
paragraph type rejection issues presented in this office action. 

6. Applicant's arguments regarding The Declaration filed on 01/07/ 2008 under 37 CFR 1.131 
has been considered but is ineffective to overcome the Hayashi (US 2004/0081334 Al) reference 
for at least following three reasons: 

(a) The Hayashi (US 2004/0081334 Al) reference is a U.S. patent or U.S. patent application 
publication of a pending or patented application that claims the rejected invention. In particular, 
subject matter of "two distinct concepts" shown by the email content submitted with the 
declaration, and the subject matter of claims 9-16 and 20-28 (especially claims 20 and 23) of the 
instant application would be obvious over the claim set (especially claims 9-16) of the Hayashi 
reference. Although Hayashi reference does not expressly claim a "displaying device" or "means for 
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displaying", it does claim reproduction and output of image, and same pixel level encryption/ 
decryption technique as claimed in the instant application. An affidavit or declaration is 
inappropriate under 37 CFR 1.131(a) when the reference is claiming the same patentable 
invention, see MPEP § 2306. If the reference and this application are not commonly owned, the 
reference can only be overcome by establishing priority of invention through interference 
proceedings. See MPEP Chapter 2300 for information on initiating interference proceedings. If the 
reference and this application are commonly owned, the reference may be disqualified as prior art by 
an affidavit or declaration under 37 CFR 1.130. See MPEP § 718. 

(b) The evidence submitted is insufficient to establish a conception of the invention prior to 
the effective date of the Hayashi (US 2004/0081334 AI) reference. While conception is the mental 
part of the inventive act, it must be capable of proof, such as by demonstrative evidence or by a 
complete disclosure to another. Conception is more than a vague idea of how to solve a problem. 
The requisite means themselves and their interaction must also be comprehended. See Mergenthaler 
V. Scudder, 1897 CD. 724, 81 O.G. 1417 (D.C. Cir. 1897). In particular, submitted EXHIBIT A fails 
to show a proper date prior to October 17. 2003. and at least portion of the EXHIBIT A. especiallv 
drawings/ Display Examples either differ from, or fails to show what was actuallv claimed, or 
originallv submitted with the filing of instant application. Furthermore, evidence submitted, 
EXHIBIT A merely discloses the an overview of the claimed invention, however, fails to disclose a 
complete disclosure of the claimed invention. 

(c) The declaration was signed by two different inventors (Thomas J. Gilg and Ravi 
Prasad) who claimed to conceive the present invention, however, oath of the instant 
application was signed by only one of these inventors (Thomas J. Gilg). Therefore, it raises 
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issues whether the claimed invention was conceived solely by the inventor Thomas J. Gilg, or by 
the joint inventors, and would raise future interference, and other legal issues. Please see MPEP, 
Appendix R: Patent Rules 37 C.F.R. § 1.131. 

7. Therefore, for the reasons stated above, the Declaration filed on 01/07/ 2008 under 37 

CFR 1.131 has been found ineffective to overcome the Hayashi (US 2004/0081334 Al) reference, 
and previous 35 USC 102 (e) type rejections in view of Hayashi (US 2004/0081334 Al) are 
maintained. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of35U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making and 
using it, in such fiiU, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or 
with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by 
the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

8. Claims 11-12 and 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was 
not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

In particular, regarding claims 1 1 and 12 recite the limitations such as "each of the pixel 
element includes decryption logic devices ", however, NOWHERE in the specification, each of the 
pixel element including decryption logic devices connects to a respective one of the pixels is taught. 
Furthermore, regarding claims 26-28, the specification fails to disclose limitations such as 
"decryption logic is a physical circuit". 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and usefUl process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any 
new and usefLil improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this 
title. 

9. Claims 9-16 are rejected under 35 USC 101 as the claimed invention is directed to non- 
statutory subject matter. In particular, claim limitations recite 'pixels', "pixel elements" and 
"decryption logic" as components of the claimed display device, however, according to the abstract 
and specification (especially Par 002 and 00 11), these components are, or at least can be software 
implemented, and therefore being non-statutory. See MPEP 2106.01 [R-5]. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in ( 1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by another filed in the United 
States before the mvention by the apphcant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the apphcant for patent, except that an international apphcation filed under the treaty 
defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if 
the intemational application designated the United States and was pubhshed under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the Enghsh 
language. 



10. Claims 9-10, 13-16, 20-25 are rejected under 35 USC 102 (e) as being anticipated by 

Havashi (US 2004/0081334 Al). 

Regarding claim 9, Hayashi teaches a digital picture display device comprising: 

a plurality of pixel elements arranged in an array and adapted to display picture information 

(Par [0003], [0049], [0055]; Fig 2A, 3A; arrangements/ storing of the image elements); and 

at least one decryption device adapted to decrypt picture information for at least a first 



portion of the pixel elements with a first decryption key and to decrypt picture information for at 
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least a second portion of the pixel elements with a second decryption key (Par [0006] -[0008], 
[0015], [0143]-[0144]; claims 13-14; decryption key respective to each image tile). 

Regarding claim 20, Hayashi teaches a method for receiving encrypted picture 

information, comprising: 

providing a display device having a plurality of pixels organized into an array and adapted to 
display picture information (Par [0003], [0049], [0055]; Fig 2 A, 3 A; arrangements/ storing of the 
image elements); 

receiving a data stream of digital picture information (Par [0019], [0049], [0055]; data 

stream); 

decrypting the data stream of digital picture information with a plurality of the encryption 
keys to obtain a plurality of portions of picture information for each respective one of the plurality of 
encryption keys (Par [0006]-[0008], [0015], [0143]-[0144]; claims 13-14; decryption key respective 
to each image tile); and 

dispatching each of the plurality of portions to respective ones of a plurality of different pixel 
groups in the array (Par [0008]-[0014], [0015], [0143]-[0144]; encoding/ decoding tiles). 

Regarding claim 10, Hayashi teaches the digital picture display device according to claim 
9, wherein: the first portion is a first single pixel element; and the second portion is a second single 
pixel element; wherein the decryption device is adapted to decrypt picture information for each of 
the pixel elements with a different decryption key (Par [0006]-[0015], [0143]-[0144]; claims 13-14). 
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Regarding claim 13, Hayashi teaches the digital picture display device wherein the first 
portion is a first plurality of pixels and the second portion is a second plurality of pixels (Par [0006]- 
[0008], [0015], [0143]). 

Regarding claim 14, Hayashi teaches the digital picture display device wherein the 
decryption device is a single component that decrypts the first portion with the first decryption key 
and decrypts the second portion with the second decryption key (Par [0006]-[0008], [0015], [0143]). 

Regarding claim 15, Hayashi teaches the digital picture display device further comprising: 
pixel logic adapted to receive decrypted picture information for the first portion from the decryption 
device and to receive decrypted picture information for the second portion from the decryption 
device and to dispatch the picture information for the first portion of pixel elements to the decr3q)tion 
device and to dispatch the picture information for the second portion to the second portion of pixel 
elements to the decryption device (Par [0006]-[0008], [0015], [0143]). 

Regarding claim 16, Hayashi teaches the digital picture display device wherein the array is 
a picture gathering device of a digital camera (Par [0006]-[0008], [0141]- [0143]; camera). 

Regarding claim 23, Hayashi teaches a micro electronic device, comprising: an array of 
display pixels collectively configured to display visible images; and a plurality of decryption logic 
components, each decryption logic component associated with different group of the display pixels 
and configured to decrypt video data directed to the respective group of display pixels (Par [0003], 
[0008]-[0014], [0015]). 
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Regarding claims 21-22, they recite the limitations of claims 9-10 and 20, therefore, they 
are rejected applying as above rejecting claims 9-10, 20. 

Regarding claims 24-25, they recite the limitations of claims 9-10, 20 and 23, therefore, 
they are rejected applying as above rejecting claims 9-10, 20 and 23. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 

reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire in 3 (Three) months 
and 0 (Zero) days from the mailing date of this letter. Failure to respond within the period for 
response will result in ABANDOMENT of the application (see 35 U.S.C 133, M.P.E.P 710.02(b)). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Shanto M Z Abedin whose telephone number is 571-272-355 1 . The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-F from 9:00 AM to 5:30 PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by 
telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's supervisor, Moazzami Nasser, can be reached on 571 - 
272-4195. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
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applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Shanto MZAbedin 
Examiner, A.U. 2136 



/Nasser G Moazzami/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2136 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in 
this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the mvention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in 
section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international 
application designated the United States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 



12. Claims 16-19, 21-27 and 29-3 1 are rejected under 35 USC 102 (e) as being anticipated by 
Allen et al (Pub US 2002/0149705 Al). 



Regarding claim 16, Allen et al teaches 
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A pixel is generally thought of as the smallest single component of an image. The definition is 

highly context sensitive; for example, we can speak of printed pixels in a page, or pixels carried by 
electronic signals, or represented by digital values, or pixels on a display device, or pixels in a digital 
camera (photosensor elements). 



